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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to correspondence filed 9/21/04. 

Information Disclosure Statement 
The EDS filed 9/21/04 has crossed out references in the U.S. Patent Documents, because these 
documents were already previously cited by the IDS filed 4/23/04 and by the Examiner, 
respectively. The "Other Documents" that are crossed out are not publications. 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Newly submitted claims 3 1 -60 are directed to an invention that is independent or distinct 
from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: 

Claims 3 1-60 (Group II) are related to claims 1-30 (Group I) as subcombinations 
disclosed as usable together in a single combination. The subcombinations are distinct from 
each other if they are shown to be separately usable. In the instant case, Invention I (claims 1- 
30) has separate utility such as displaying a potential list of words that may be selected by any of 
a variety of input devices (i.e. a mouse) and does not pertain to the specifics of the character- 
entry device. See MPEP § 806.05(d). 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the search required 
for Group I (claims 1-30) is not required for Group II (claims 31-60), restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have acquired a 
separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject matter, restriction for 
examination purposes as indicated is proper. 
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Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution 
on the merits. Accordingly, claims 3 1-60 are withdrawn from consideration as being directed to 
a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 821.03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
2. Claims 1-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,564,213 to Ortega et al. (hereinafter Ortega) and U.S. Publication No. 2 003/0014 7 53 to 
Beach et al. (hereinafter Beach). 

Referring to claims 1,11, and 21, Ortega discloses a method, system, and article of 
manufacture that detects a first word entered by a user with a character-entry device (col. 3, lines 
12-19) and provides a potential list of second words to the user (i.e. Fig. 2B), the potential list of 
second words selected based, at least in part, on how frequently a string/phrase (multimedia 
program) whose name includes one of the second words has been selected, sold, etc. (i.e. based 
on popularity). See col. 4, lines 9-19 and 28-33 and col. 6, lines 26-36 and 63-67. 

While the method of Ortega may clearly be used to search for all types of information, 
including multimedia, Ortega does not explicitly state that the method is for selecting a 
multimedia program within an entertainment system and that the first and second words are for a 
multimedia program. However, Beach teaches an input method for selecting words similar to 
that of Ortega, which is used for inputting and selecting television programs (multimedia 
programs), wherein a potential list of second words that may follow the first word are displayed. 
See Figs. 4 and 5 and page 2, paragraph 0021, for example. It would have been obvious to one 
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of ordinary skill in the art to use the auto-completion/selection method of Ortega for selecting 
multimedia programs within an entertainment system as shown in Beach in order to quickly 
select/retrieve a desired program/show out of the many programs that are offered as supported in 
Beach. 

Ortega teaches basing the potential list of words on popularity, as described above, and 
the number of times a program is played in the method/system of Ortega and Beach is a measure 
of popularity. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to base, at 
least in part, the potential list of second words of Ortega and Beach on the frequency with which 
a multimedia program is played, because the most popular programs are the most likely to be 
selected as supported by Ortega. 

Referring to claims 2, 12, and 22, Ortega discloses ordering the potential list of second 
words based at least in part, on the probability that each word in the potential list of second 
words will be selected by the user following the first word. See col. 1, lines 14-28 and 50-54 and 
col. 4, lines 9-14. 

Referring to claims 3,13, and 23, Ortega and Beach, supra, disclose detecting a second 
word of the multimedia program selected or entered by the user with a character-entry device 
and provide a potential list of third words of the multimedia program to the user, the potential list 
of third words selected based, at least in part, on how frequently a phrase (multimedia program) 
that includes one of the third words has been selected (played). Clearly, the user of Ortega and 
Beach may enter a new search word in the query field in Fig. 2B, which changes the list of 
suggested words. Furthermore, Ortega teaches that the query entry process is comprised of 
strings, which may be words or phrases (i.e. a first and second word), and then the auto 
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completion suggests a word (i.e. third word) or phrase. See col. 1, line 65 - col. 2, line 20. Also, 
see col. 4, lines 9-19 and 28-33. 

Referring- to claims 4, 14, and 24, Ortega and Beach, supra, teach ordering the potential 
list of second words based, at least in part, on how frequently a phrase/string (multimedia 
program) whose name includes one of the second words has been selected (played). See col. 4, 
lines 9-19 and 28-33, which describe ordering the list based on popularity. 

Referring to claims 5, 15, and 25, the second word of Ortega may be entered manually by 
the user (i.e. via the keyboard) using the character-entry device. See col. 2, lines 14-15. It may 
also be selected by the user from the potential list of second words. See col. 2, lines 36-40 and 
col. 5, lines 36-54. 

Referring to claims 6, 16, and 26, Ortega teaches recording selection of the second word 
following the first word in a database. See col. 4, lines 1-52. 

Referring to claims 7, 17, and 27, Ortega discloses linking the second word to the first 
word in the database. See col. 1, lines 25-27, which describes suggesting terms that frequently 
appear in combination, which requires tracking which words appear in what combination (i.e. the 
first and second word). 

Referring to claims 8, 18, and 28, Ortega discloses storing the number of times that the 
user has selected the second word following the first word. See col. 4, lines 28-33, which 
describes monitoring the frequency (number of times) a query (completed selection of first and 
second word) is submitted, and that this may be customized for each user. 

Referring to claims 9, 19, and 29, Ortega calculates a first probability that the second 
word will be selected by the user based, at least in part, on the number of times. See Fig. 5, 86, 
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which shows that a score (probability) is assigned to the search terms (completed selection of 
first and second words in the query). 

Referring to claims 10, 20, and 30, Ortega discloses calculating a second probability that 
the second word will be selected by the user by combining the first probability with a probability 
derived from how frequently a phrase (multimedia program) that includes one of the second 
words is included in the database, and selecting the potential list of words based, at least in part, 
on the second probability (score). See col. 6, lines 27-36. 

Response to Arguments 
3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-30 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant argues that Ortega does not relate to selecting a multimedia program within an 
entertainment system. However, Ortega discloses searching for music titles (i.e. col. 4, line 60 - 
col. 5, line 4) along with various other types of information. Beach is directed at selecting 
multimedia programs within an entertainment system and uses an auto-completion method 
similar to that of Ortega. The combination of Ortega and Beach results in a system for selecting 
multimedia programs within an entertainment system in an efficient manner. 

Applicant argues that Ortega does not consider how many times a multimedia program 
has been played and states that there are many ways to play a multimedia program other than 
through the use of a search query. It should be noted that no other way of playing a multimedia 
program is presented in the claims. Furthermore, the number of times a program is played is a 
factor in its popularity, and Ortega clearly teaches basing the list of words on popularity (i.e. col. 
6, lines 33-34). 
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Applicant argues that Ortega does not teach combining two types of probability (based on 
user preference and incidence). However, col. 6, lines 26-36 describe giving each phrase (i.e. 
multimedia program) a score (probability) based on popularity (preference) and frequency of 
occurrence within the database (incidence). 

Claims 3 1-60 are withdrawn from consideration; therefore, Applicant's arguments with 
respect to claims 3 1-60 are moot. 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Shawn M. Becker whose telephone number is (703) 305-7756. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Cabeca can be reached on (703) 308-3 116. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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